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The 0. S. Department of Energy, U.S. Environmenta Protection Agency-Region 
10 and the State of Ida o have comp7eted a review of the referenced 
information for QP-lyll hazardous site, as it pertains to the 
INEL Federal Facility Agreement of 12-4-j . Based on this review, 
the Partfes have determined that no further actlon for purposes of 
investigation or study is justified. This decision is subject to review at 
the time of issuance of the Record of Decision. 

Brief Summary of the basis for no further action: 

DOE Project hanage 

EPA Project Manager 
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Idaho Project Manage 
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UtClSlUN UUCUMtNlAllUN PACKAGE 
COVER SHEET 

PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

I 

317-E DESCRIPTION: --- -~~~ ClAS STORAGE BilILDfNG CURRENT~LOCATION OF CPP-668 

SITE ID: CPP-18 OPERABLE UNIT: 3-02 

I. SUMMARY - PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE: 
Tll,a *b..n> nn wkir). lv,il,iinn l-cm-g58 is nraran+,*r ,nr.+nrl w?..? ,,ca.-l 3-2 3 n-e ,,,r Yl ZY "II "llI..II ""I '""'y "I I ~,'-'C"a,,, I"..U",C" "Y.? ".?C" -1) m y"a 
cylinder storage area until the early to mid 1970's. Some of the spent gas 
cylinders stored here were brought from other pl'ant locations and a few may have 
been slightly contaminated. Upon detection of any contamination, the cylinders 
were decontaminated either on-site or sent to the decontamination facility. 
After decontamination, the gas cylinders were prepared for shipment off-site. 
This abandoned storage area most likely is not contaminated due to the fact that 
only low level contamination was removed on-site and much construction has 
occurred in this area since the storage area was decommissioned. In addition, 
nc.rrr\nnml in+nrwinw&-l WPb.P nn+ ,w>ca nC ?I”” rnn+mninn+inn v.c.1P.C. frnm +llir p., *“,lll..I II#ILU 1 Ik..L” n&u c ll”l Y”“, b “I U”, ..“II”..UIII,““IYII 1-,uw.,.. I,“III “111d 
area. 
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II. SDMMARY - Qualitative Assessment of Risk: 

The qualitative risk assessment at this site for any 
radioactive contamination is considered low because if 
there was any contaminated soil released to this site it 
was removed with excavation for CPP-668. There is no 
evidence of contamination at this site. The overall 
reliability in the information is considered high. 

III. SUMMARY - Consequences of Error: 

If no action is taken at this site incorrectly small . . . quantities of radionuciides may be ieft in the soii at 
this site, which could be a hazard due to external 
exposure (Cs-137) or soil ingestion (Sr-90). 

IV. SUMMARY - Other Decision Drivers: 

If remedial actions, such as removal of soil are taken 
and there is no need, there would be unnecessary -----Gl>L.--- _L =..-a- &L-^& _^.. 72 L^ ..^^ A sqasrrurcurr VL ALU~~UD cuclb. v4u~t.a YS UJSU iii iXZiediatiCi; Of 
other sites with greater risk. 

Recommended action: 

# Pages: 
DOE IlAG Manager: 
trdeperdent Review: 

Date: 
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PROCESL'WASTE MORKSHEET 
SITE 101 GAS STORAGE BUILDING. CURRENT LOCATION OF CPP-668 

-- --- ----- 
Cd 1 
+xesses ksociated 
tiith this Site 
-- mm--- 

wxe*S 
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CONTAMNANT WORKSHEET page 13 

SITE ID Gas Storaqe Buildins 
PROCESS (cog t)mraqe of contaminated qas cvlinders _ WASTE WOI r>~bACTIVE 

CONTAMINATION 

Cd 4 
Whet krmeVpatmtie1 haziardws oubstenc- 

or process? 

Potential swrces essocir~ted uith 

Cesium-137 
(Ba-137m) 

Strontium-90 

a. ND = not detected 
DL = detection limit in ppn 
*Risk based concentration based an Cesim-137 daughter product, Ba-l37n/ 

co1 11 
Qualitative 
risk 
eSSe:issE"t 
(Hi/lkd/Lo) 

L.OW -- 

LOW -- 

Cd 9 
Dvr:ral I 
reliability 
(Hi/Wed/Lo> 

HIGH - 

HIGH - 
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I Question 1. What are the waste generation process locations and dates of 
nnar>+inn >rrnri,+nA with +hir ri+n, 

I 
"fs" l"l"ll "..I"..I""IY v.1111 "111< dS"I& 

I I Block 1 Answer: Block 1 Answer: 

I I 

The gas storage building (CPP-616) was used from approximately 1954 until the The gas storage building (CPP-616) was used from approximately 1954 until the 
mid 1970’s to store radioactively contaminated gas cylinders. mid 1970’s to store radioactively contaminated gas cylinders. The gas storage The gas storage 
building was located where CPP-668 currently is situated. Decontamination of building was located where CPP-668 currently is situated. Decontamination of 
the gas cylinders would have consisted of simply wiping them down (Reference 4). the gas cylinders would have consisted of simply wiping them down (Reference 4). 

I I 
I I 
I I 
I LIZ How reliable is/are the information source/s? XHigh -Med -Low ,ellsst mls, 

I 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

This information is based on ICPP personnel interviews and aerial photographs. 

I -3 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? LYes -No ,*hact M., 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

I Environmental restoration reviewed aerial photographs and engineering drawings 
confirming the location and dates of this site. 

I 

.3bct4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION 
Yo available inforrnarion 
Anecdotal 
Historical process data 
Curwnt prcceos data 
Area1 photographs 
Engineering/site drawings 
Unusual occurrence Report 

Anelytical data 
Oocmmfafion about data 
Disposal data 
O.A. data 
Safety analysis report 
Da0 report 
Initial a*sw3*mnt 
ueii data 
Construction data 

frm reference List) 
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PROCESS CPP-18 

B&k i Answer: 

Records indicate that the Gas Storage Building was in use as early as 1954 and 
was active until it was decommissioned in the early 1970's. After the gas 
cylinders were decontaminated they were prepared for shipment off-site. 
D..:,A:"- P"O cc0 L." ^a"-^ L^,." !-..:,a ^..^_ this site "",lullly \rrr-"VU IIa, I)IIICC YSSII ""IIL Y"S, 

There are no documented records of contamination being released at this site. 

I MI How reliable is/are the information source/s? -High LMed -Low ~~~~~~~~~~ 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

I 

This information was obtained from personal correspondence. 

I r.#rnnhrnsrn.# Lee- ---II--->9 

I 
-3 I’-- AL1- “d, I,,, I, I,*r”nlm I ,“I” “eel, cull I I r~lllr”: LYes -No ichedconai 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Plant drawings and aerial photographs confirm the existence of this site and the 

I Blaok4 !+NRCEs OF INFoRMATIoN (check appropriate bcxles 8 SOWC~ n&r fran reference list) 

No wailable information I I Analytical data t1 
Docmmtation about date [ 1 

Historical process data Disposal data 
Current process data (1 9.A. date 
Aresl photographs [Xl 1 Safety analysis report [ I 

I 

cnainrerin.,~itm rlmuinor (Xj 2 _.._...__ ...s, _ ._ _. ____. OaQ repart 
Unwmal Occurrence Rep~rf [ 1 lnitiet assessmnt 
Sunnery dot-ts 
Facility SOPS :; 

Yell data 
Construction data 

OTHER [Xl 3.4 
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Question 3. :; ther,eLefpirical, circumstantial, or other evidence of migration? 
SO, nrna~ iS it? 

3lock 1 Answer: 

There is no evidence of migration from this. site. 

lodl How reiiabie is/are the information source/s? ciigh Jied -Low khcsto4 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

This information is based on the reviewer's own interpretation of the data, and 
Crm" IdThlPrl ini+i., !Ircarrman+ rc,nar+ frnm thir ri,,, IDafaranr,, r;\ ,I",,, "ll..." IIIICISAI o.za=.a.alllrll* '-WV' I IIVIII 1.IId ..I"* \,.-. -. . . ..-- .,, . 

lh13 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? LYes -No Icheck one, 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Initial assessment report. 

BlDck4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION wheck appropriate boxjes b sOurce nunber frm refermce list) 

lo available information t I 
Anecdotal 4 
Historical process data 
Current process data 
Areal photographs 
C^^i^--.i"^,.i*- A..ui""c ...~...--.... ~ ,-..--. "I ...-- 
Unusual occurrence Repart 
S-ry docmnts 
Facility SOPS 
0T"ER 

Analytical data 
Docmmtatim about data 
;iyosa:adata 

&f&y analysis report 
Egg rMY.Tr+ _r.. . 
Initial assesment 
Yell data 
Construction data 

5 (w.6) 
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! Question 4. Is there evidence that a source exists at this site? If so, list 
the sources and describe the evidence. 

aLock 1 Answer: 

There is no evidence that a source exists at this site. In addition to building 
CPP-668 being built over this site, much construction activity has occurred in 
this area indicating that any potential contamination has most likely been 
removed. 

According to plant drawings, soil was removed to at least 5 feet below grade 
during construction of building CPP-668 (Ref. #6). 

Block z How reliable is/are the information source/s? LHigh -Med -Low (check one 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

The information which has been gathered is consistent between the information 
sources. 

alocks Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? -Yes ~No ~(check one) 

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Block $.,,,SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es g~squrce n&w fron reference 

No available information 
Anecdotal 
Historical process data 
Current pracess data 
Areal photographs 
Engineering/site drawings 
Unusual OCCUrrenCe Report 
S-ry documents 
Facility SOPS 
OTHER 3.4 

Analytical data Cl 
Downentation about data t I ~ ~~~~ 
gispcsal data 
0.A. data i: 
Safety analysis report [ I 
D&a report [I 
Initial a**e*smnt II 
Uetl data 
Construction data 

list) 
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I 
I 

ijuestion 5. Does site operating or disposai historicai information ailow 
estimation of the pattern of potential contamination? If the 
pattern is expected to be a scattering of hot spots, what is the 
expected minimum size of a significant hot spot? 

I abck 1 Answer: 

There is no expected pattern for potential contamination since there was no 

I 

evidence of a reiease event ever occurring. 

I . 

I Block a How reliable is/are the information source/s? LHigh -Med -Low (check 0~) 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

I 

Excavation of building CPP-668 and other construction activities over the years 
eliminate the possibility of contamination, therefore, no contamination pattern 
can be expected. 

ato& Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? XYes -No (check one) 

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

I 

Interviews with two WINCO personnel who were familiar with this area. 

Blbck 4 SOURCES OF 
Wo available information 
Anecdotal 
Historical process data 
C"Cwnt~ process data 
Areal photographs 
Engineering/site drawings 
Unusual occurrence Report 
Sumaw docmmnts 
Faciliiy SOPS 
DTHER 

INFORMATION 
Cl I 7 

(check appropriate box/e; .E sour& ntier frm reference List) 

Analytical data Cl 
Docunentation abat data t 1 
Disposal data Cl 
0.A. dam L ! 
safety analysis report 
OPLl report If 
Initial assessment t1 
Yell data 
Construction data 
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,,,nr+in.. !z Cr+im.,+n Ch.n l~..“Cl3 w:rl+l. .“A r(onCh nC +kn rnn+~min.+n,-i r.3niP.n (“SJLl”ll V. La*,,ucAL.5 L.115 ,5l.Jl.l,, “‘“b,,, ,a,,” vc)J*,t “I k,lZ ~UII*V/IIIII~~L” 8Fyt.J”. 
What is the known or estimated volume of the source? If this is an 
estimated volume, explain carefully how the estimate was derived. 

l iock 1 Answer: 

rhere is no contaminated region to estimate since no reportable contamination 
las ever been documented. 

lodS How reliable is/are the information source/s? -High LMed -Low fchw*ons) 
evam n-u TUC rbe9lcn.*T.l#? scurun THIS CVA, l,AIIl-l" inrLn*l. I"& nLm*YI.*,.Y P=n*l.Y L.r.bY...*YR. 

rhis area would be considered clean due to the excavation which occurred when 
luilding CPP-668 was built. 

M3 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? LYBs -No leheckona, 

tF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Several independent interviews w/WINCO personnel have confirmed this 
information. 

uak4 SOURCES 0~ INFORMATION tcheck appropriate bow b Swrce ndr frm reference list) 
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PROCESS CPP-18 

Question 7. What is the known or estimated quantity of hazardous 
substance/constituent at this source? If the quantity is an 
estimate, explain carefully how the estimate was derived. 

8lock 1 Answer: 

Due to the non-contaminated status of the soil, the estimated quantity of 

u2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? x Hioh Med Low !eha&Z ona! _~~~L~~ _~~~~~ _~~ 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Historical records indicate that this area has been excavated, thus removing any 
potential contamination. 

Idl Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? LYes -No kheck onel 
IF so, =EJCRIBE THE rnuesayrrrnu C"I.r*InlmI A",.. 

Construction drawings of CPP-668 confirm the excavation of this area. 

Block4- SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & SWK~ number from reference List) 

MO available information C I 
Anecdotal r1 
Histarice! process data r 1 
Current process data 
Areel photographs Ix; 1 
Engineering/site drawings txl 6 
Unusual Dcc"Pi-e"ce Report r I 
Sunnary docunents 
Facility SOPS Ii 
OTHER [I 

Analytical data [I 
Docmntation about data C 1 
Disposal date [I 
P.A. date 
safety analysis report Ii 
cm report 
Initial assessment Ii 
Well data 
Construction data :: 
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Question 8. Is there evidence that this hazardous substance/constituent is 
nrnrnn+ .+ +I.,. 

I stock 1 Answer: 

I 

Evidence supports that the source has been removed and that there is no 
hazardous substance/constituent present. 

I 
-1 How reliable is/are the information source/s? LHigh -Med -Low bhwkond 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

I 

Building CPP-668 excavation would have removed any potential contamination if it 
had been present. 

WI 1~ Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? XYes -No ,chOSk ma, 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

I ,. 

I 
BIOS~~ SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source mmixr frm~';eference Listi 

No available information t 1 Analytical data Cl 
Anecdotal 11 Docunentation about data t I 
Historical process data L I Disposet data 
Current process date [I D.A. data t; 
Areei photogrepiw ii 

^ I~_ ~~~~I~ ~3~ ~~~~~_ 

I 
>arery ana,ys,s reporr il 

Engineering/site drawings t 1 Da0 report 
unusual ClCCUrrence Report [ 1 Initial assessment :i 
Sunnary docunents Yell data Cl 
Facility SOP6 fi Construction data t1 
OTHER [Xl 3.1 
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(Environmentai Compiiancej to Levar Zohner (Productionj, 
l/20/92. 

5. WINCO, Initial Assessment Form, July 10, 1987. 

6. WINCO, Drawing No's CPP-K-369-SHT. 3 and CPP-K-369-SHT.l 
(building CPP-668) 

7. Track 1 Risk Evaluation Summary for site CPP-IS, 
performed by EGstG Idaho, i/24/92. 
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